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Honorable John D. Dinge11
Chairman, Committee on Energy

and Commerce
House of Representatives
2125 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515
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Dear Chairman Dingell:

This is in reply to your letter of February 16, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constit garding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket N . 9 -23 , 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes the ission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Those rules have been in place for over 20 years. While they have been
amended on numerous occasions since that time, they nonetheless embody
regulatory concepts based on yesteryear's technology and, unless changed, will
stifle the growth and development of private land mobile radio technology and
services, which are used primarily by local governments, public safety~

entities, and businesses to enhance their productivity. The Commission issued
the Notice, therefore, to solicit comment from all interested persons on a
wide variety of proposals designed tQ increase channel capacity, to promote
more efficient use of these channels, and to simplify the rules governing use
of these channels.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. To this end, some of the
critical issues that must be resolved relate to channel spacing, the amount of
time provided to users to convert to new technical standards, how the 300 to
500 percent increase in channel capacity should be licensed, how the rules
should be written to provide users technical flexibility, and whether the
current nineteen radio services should be consolidated and, if so, how. I
have enclosed for your information a copy of that part of the Notice that
describes the numerous proposals.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our' proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.
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Honorable John D. Dingell 2.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take into
careful consideration all their comments. As you have requested, your
constituents' concerns will be included in the record of this proceeding and
will be considered in developing our final rules.

Sincerely,

~/,.~
James H. Quello
Chairman

Enclosures
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The Honorable James H. Quello
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Quello:

I recently received the attached letters concerning the
potentially adverse impact that the Commission's proposal to
revise the Private Land Mobile Radio Services (PR Docket 92-235)
could have on the ability of hobbyists to control model
airplanes. I am writing to ask that you respond to the concerns
raised in these letters, and that a copy of each letter be
included in the Record for this proceeding.

I look forward to hearing from you soon.

JOHN D. DINGELL
CHAIRMAN
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The Honorable John Dingell
2328 Rayburn Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

E. E. Douville
19458 Silver Springs ~#1 04

Northville. MI48167

January 29, 19~3

Re: PR Docket 92-235

l...: .-

Dear Congressman Dingell:

I am an active radio control model aircraft enthusiast and as President of Midwest RIC Inc., I
represent the interests of 145 constituents. We need your assistance in a matter that has
significant personal, financial and safety liability considerations for hundreds of your constituents
in Michigan as well as thousands of others across the Nation.

The Federal Communications Commission has issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM­
PR Docket 92-235) which, If implemented, would restructure frequency allocations by the
insertion of new Land Mobile Service frequency channels Immediately adjacent to some
of the frequency channels currently reserved for model aircraft use!

I am told that, if implemented, 92-235 will resuh in the loss of 31 of the 50 frequency channels
currently in use by the radio control aircraft community!

We fought for over a decade to obtain the use of our 50 channels with adequate spacing. Our
fundamental consideration in frequency separation is SAFETY! We cannot tolerate any potential
frequency interference that would cause us to lose control of our aircraft and risk possible
spectator injury and - yes, even death! The bottom line is, 92-235 puts new Mobile Land
frequencies dangerously close, too close. to those frequencies currently in use by the model
aircraft community and effectively negates the use of 31 of our 50 frequencies. If the number of
usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
overly congested and the margin of safety will be greatly reduced - a situation we cannot allow. We
need the continued use of our full complement of radio frequencies to assure a safe flying
environment for participants and spectators alike.

Please help us to continue the safe enjoyment of our sport and hobby by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals in the 72-76Mhz frequency band.

Sincerely.

E. E. Douville, President
Midwest RIC Society Inc.

. AMA Chapter #711
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February 8, 1993

To: The Honorable John Dingell
U.S. House ofRepresentatives
Washington D.C. 20515

From: William L. Sapielak
14954 Fairway
Livonia, MI 48154
313-464-8325

Re: PR Docket 92-235

Dear Representative Dingell:

- ~. ~

f • __ ' J .-":

- ,
_ .. '_0

I am a member ofa local radio oontrol (RC) airplane club. My children (age 6 and 12) are also members.
We enjoy this rewarding and SAFE hobby many times during the year and oompete as well. Our club (as
many others) are proud ofthe safety record we maintain. Careful thought goes into decisions about our
club rules and regulations.

This letter expresses my ooncem over the proposed rules currently under oonsideration by the Federal
Communications Commission. The pt""0"4ing is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the use, and safety. of the frequencies used by club members like myself. Please
understand that the aircraft we pilot can be as heavy as 40 pounds. have wing spans of up to 10 feet and
travel at speeds greater than 200 MPH. The cost ofa larger model could easily exceed several thousand
dollars not to mention the time involved to build the craft. My daughters aircraft spans 42" and weighs 7
pounds. It travels at 35 MPH and has a value of$350.00.

I do not think that allowing the FCC to intermix usage frequencies in this manner is the safest decision for
the general public. You are weloome to meet with our club at a our monthly meeting or at the flying field
to learn more about the hobby.

Please help me and my kids continue the safe enjoyment of our pastime hobby. This docket will
allow mbing of high power mobile communication. within the channels currently reserved for radio
control use and could cause a serious safety issue.

Thanking you in advance for your attention to this matter.

:0:d~ /~
William L. ~Iak' .
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I have been interested in aviation as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club whose
members enjoy constructing and operating radio-eontrolled model aircraft. I personally own~
radios, 3 RIC models, and have a workshop full of other products necessary for the construction,
operation, and maintenance of my aircraft. I enjoy my hobbylsport very much.

(

lam very concerned about a proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the Federal
-1 Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is P~ Docket 92·235. Ir adopted the new

r.Jle.will greatly reduce the usability oC rrequencies currently assigned Cor RIC model use and
increase the risk or accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76MHz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows the safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10KHz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88
would allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5KHz of the frequencies available to us. This would
eliminate safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the
30 frequencies on the 75MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists.

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great Iengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the carefoJI
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will
be greatly decreased.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile users
at the expense of the RIC modelers. The FCC may not think that we are as important as business users
of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio'equipment. It is a
sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement
and development of the commercial aviation industry,

1
Please help me continue the saCe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out

jt its proposal PR Docket 92·235 Cor the 72-76:\IHz band. We all need your help urgently bec:1use
the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after \\hich it may become more difficult to a\'oid
halting these proposals from going into effect.

5;0",,'Y. ~!: =-:::..
,./J -----

// JI'J LJ, 'IAt(( lA"
\ 2516 WYLIE RD.

'___ OEXTE~,,., ~!~HIGAN /



February 7, 1993The Honorable John Din~;Jt[j

Ref: FCC N~~1~o~3R~ Making (NPRK) in fR Docket 92-23~,

Dear Representatilf.; rD.ilJ.g-U. ~
.;. !IJU~[ c; ,;:,'~'.~., ~

I would like to bring an issue to your attention. It may affect a number of your
constituents.

I have been interested in aviatiDn since I was a slUll by and rve been active in Radio
Controlled (RIC) Kodel AviatiDn for over 10 years. I'm very concerned about a
proposed rule under consideration by the Pederal Communications Commission (FCC).

The proposal is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, this new rule would greatly reduce the
number of frequencies ass1qned for RiC model use and increase the risk of accidents.

RIC frequencies are in the 72 to 76 Mhz band. 'l'hiJI band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. Our current RiC frequencies are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies, we've been able to share the band without
interfering with each other.

The NPRH in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88.
Part 90 allows for safe use of Ric aircraft and surta:e models by keeping 10 Khz
spacing between fixed co1l\merc:tal users and frequenc::ies WIled by RiC enthusiast:s. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile WIers on frequencies vWUn 2.5 Khz of those available to
UB, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 Mhz band (for RiC
Aircraft) and 10 of 30 frequencies on the 75 Mhs band (for RiC cars and Boats) now
used.

We RIc modelers go to great lengths to ensure safety. These models are NOT TOYS
and can be very dangerous if rendered uncontrollable by some mobile transmitter..
These models are capable of speeds in excess of 120 MPH and mine weigh between
10 and 15 pounds. They could easily damage propert.r or ldll someone.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to expand operating c:onctitiDns of land mobile rac::lio
users at the expense of RIc modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radiD, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these
detrimental FCC actions. ThiJI hobby provides many hours of enjoyment for hundreds
of thousands of people lilte myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial avi.atiQn industry. It also fosters interest in many
technical areas for the young and provides a great alternative to drugs, crime, etc.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowinq the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-16 Mhz band. We all need your
help urgently because the Pee has a deadline of Pebruary 26, 1993 after which it may
become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals .form going into effect.

S?i~v:#
Colin G. Lindel

•



February 1. 1993

,EIYEUDear Congressman Dingell:

.rable John Dingell
ad States House of Representatives

4shington, D.C. 20510

I have been interested in ·~ii~J2at!~nJail my life (54 years) and have been,'~ctive
in our radio control flying club _~ ~~f~;,safety officer 'and coordinator of you,th events.

I. am very concerned about ;'PTOpdkc!ifiRkfihes that are currently under consideration by
the 'ederal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If a~
dopt.d, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently ass1ln­
ed for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controll­
ing model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used
for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in
this band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able
to share the band without either use interfering with the other. "

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrow­
er bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies
will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio
control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the
.afety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the 'radio control frequenci~s·.If

the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining fre­
quencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the
point, they are capable of causing property 'damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
org~nized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of
our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of
land mobil radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we
are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands
of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry. .

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.
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REF:NPRM DOCKET 92-235

DEAR MR. DINGEL.L

I AM AN ACTIVE RADIO :ONTROLLED AIRPLANE MODELER AND AM VERY
CONCER~JEC ABOUT THE PROPOSED NEW FREOUENCIES THAT THE F.C.C.
IS TRYING TO IMPLEMENT. THEY ARE SO CLOSE TO OUR FREQUENCIES
THAT WE WOULD BE VERY ADVERSELY EFFECTED BY THEIR USE.

WE TRANSMIT ABOUT .7 ~ATTS OR POWER AND HAVE AN EFFECTIVE
RANGE OF 1 MILE. THESE NEW TRANSMITTERS WILL BE APROX. 3.5
WATTS AND UP TO 5 WATTS OF POWER AND MOBILE ( IN CARS).

WHEN THEY OVERRIDE THEMSELVES THE GET STATIC FOR A FEW
MINUTES AN NO DAMAGE IS DONE. HOWEVER IF WE GET OVERRIDDEN WE
LOSE CONTROL OF OUR AIRCRAFT AN THE RESULT IS INEVITABLY A
CRASH. IN ANY ONE OF MY AIRPLANES I HAVE INVESTED FROM $500
TO OVER $1,000.00 AND MANY MAN HOURS OF WORK. ALSO THESE
AIRPLANES WEIGHT FROM 5 TO 25 LBS. AN TRAVEL AT SPEEDS OF UP
TO 100 MPH. IT CAN BE VERY DANGEROUS TO PEOPLE AN PROPERTY IF
THEY GO OUT OF CONTROL.

I AM NOT A KID PLAYING WITH TOYS BUT A 47 YEAR OLD MAN WHO
FINDS GREAT ENJOYMENT IN THIS HOBBY. MOST OF OUR CLUB MEMBERS
ARE ALSO IN MY AGE GROUP UP TOO AND INCLUDING A LOT OF
RETIRED FELLOWS. THESE NEW FREQUENCIES WILL SEVERELY LIMIT
OUR ABILITY TO CONTINUE ENJOYING OUR HOBBIES.

!
.. -........,1

INFLUENCE TO STOP THE F.C.C.



February 2,1993

The Honorable John Dingell
RE: NPRM-PR Docket 92-235 <EeEI" ~-,

I have been interested irr~f~lJn fdr as long as I can xemember. I have
been building model airpl~'P.'.~Jo.r 0Y~:r. 50 years and during the past 26 -years
have been building and9.~W.~iongr~dlocontrolled model aircraft. Now
that I have retired I derive many hours of enjoyment from both constructing
and operating radio controlled aircraft with fellow members of the.l~c~l

.club which has around one hundred members. During my years of involvement
I have invested several thousand dollars in models and equipment.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration
by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is pri­
marily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that have been able to share the band without either use inter­
fering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrow band widths and rearranging the band plan. As a result many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operation. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted. This would render
~ radio equipment virtually useless, and would jeopardize the future of
radio control flying on a national .scale.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of the operators and precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of
useable frequencies diminish as proposed by the FCC,the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and weigh as much as 40 lbs. The models themselves are expensive to build;
but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious
injury, or even death is radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the aircraft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the full comp­
liment of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating con­
ditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radios, but
we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime and hobby by n~t
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. ---

~'A Ji~et'clYtJ~t~)
~. Wassemiller

589 ron
~~lard, MIT 48328- 152

I,
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February 4th 1993

SUbject: FCC PR Docket 92-235

The Honorable John Dingle
u.S. House of Representatives
Washington
D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Dingle:

I am one of those anxious Radio Control enthusiasts
concerned about the latest Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, issued
by the FCC on PR Docket 92-235.

For all my life, I have been enjoying the hobby/recreation
of model avaiation, with the last thirty-five years being solely
in the Radio Control interest. I have, successfully, been a
National Champion, and my whole family are involved in this
wonderful pastime. My livelyhood is in repair, manufacturing and
sales of this type of equipment, and my company, KMI, has five
employees with a revenue of close to $500,000 a year.

You can imagine my thoughts with this notification, and what
would happen if the contents take effect. The design of the
frequency allocation, will simply not allow use of the present
frequencies for Radio Control opperations, and will probably
cause my company to close.

Would you please assist in retaining frequencies, and even
changing the licencing so that we, Radio Control modelers, can
have selected frequencies allocated to our sole use, and design a
fee suitable for this. Many years ago, we did pay a licencing fee
for citizen Band operations, 27 Mhz use, but this was washed out
during the boom time of CB, and we lost recognition of the
millions of R/C units in us~by the FCC.

Yours Sincerely

m---JCv~
Peter T. Waters

1



Janumy 29, 1993"\
The Honorable Jom OIngell. _.
2328 Rayburn . :-.>.CEIV [J

Washi~ton, D.C 2051;,~3 FEB I2 P s r:-' .
1
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I am very concerned about proposed rUes that are a.rrentty LIlder consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission. The proc:eecing is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned
for model use and will increase the risk of accident and attendant liability for controlling
model aircraft.

The FCC wants to create more In mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths n;j rearTll'lging the bind pIIn. As a result, many mobile
frequencies will move closer to the racio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of the SO frequencies that .. presently
available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if t~.
new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes tnier radio controL we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the openltors and bystnters n;j the protection of property. Many
of our safety precautions involve the ~fuI coordnltion and use of the racio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is dninished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be
greatly reduced.

Please understand that many model airplanes hive wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 to 40 po..ms. The models themselves .. expensive to bUld; but
more to the point, they we capable of causing property damage, serious iriury or even
death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often
fly our models, at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our fuji complement of radio frequencies in order to
assure a safe flying envirorvnent.

Please think of our radio frequencies as National Parks, something to be erjoyed
and saved for Mure generations. Help me continue the safe etloyment of my pastime
by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz banci.

vUQtt~ew ~. g~QAPe

g6708 gke~woOO q)due
~()lio. vOicl.igon 48154 - f94f

Sincerely,

/;~!{~~
(



The Honorable Jom Olngell
2328 Rayburn
Washington, D.C 2051 5

Dear Mr. John Dingell,

January 29, 1993

·1 am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned
for model use and will increase the risk of accident and attendant liability for controlling
model aircraft.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently
available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these
new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety ot the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many
of our safety precautions involve the carerul coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be
greatly reduced.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to blild; but
more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury or even
death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often
fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to
assure a safe flying environment.

Please think of our radio frequencies as National Parks, something to be enjoyed
and saved for Mure generations. Help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime
by not allOWing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

_JDH.u rJI1. Go,,::" S Icif

/ I e.-/c.J I <!- E ~ ~~ ,/..J-lh..I~

~~o :=. t 1~._L.~~-:!._~_ 7 <.J
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;": :l"I...,Q'--______,,.:. -' ,1 If')�~". . '' t " d b '.TheHonorableJohn�:�l�b�i�l�N�j�~�i�l�;�·�;�·�.HouseSubcommitteeonTelecbmmunicationsandFinance2328RayburnBuildingWashington,DC20515DearRepresentativeDingell:.Thisletteriswrittenonbehalfofthemorethan000membersoftheAnnArbor R I CFalcons(AARCF).OUrmembersareparticipantsinthesportofflyingradiocontrolledmodelairplanesandsailplanes.WewishtocommentonFederalCOBmunicationsCommissionNoticeof IProposedRuleMaking(NPRM)inFCCPRDocket92-235,a proposaltoreplacePart90oftheruleswitha newPart88.Theproposalsaswrittenwouldeliminatethesafeuseofatleast31ofthecurrentlyavailable50channelsonthe72MHzband,and10ofthe30channelsonthe75MHzbandusedbysurfacevehicles.Thisproposalwillhaveanextreaelydetrimentalimpactuponallparticipantsinthesport,anduponthe R I Chobbyindustry.AllofthemembersoftheAARCFhaverecentlycompletedanupgradeoftheirradioequipmenttocomplywithn e w narrow-bandrequirementsapprovedin1991.Inindividualcasesthecostoftheupgradeexceeded$1,000.Thenewproposalwouldagainputtheburdenupon R I Cmodellerstoupgradetheirequipment.Thistime,however,thereisaddeddifficultybecauseequipmentisnotavailabletocomplywiththeultra-narrowbandrequirementswhichwouldexistontheaffectedRICchannels.Evenifitwereavailable,thenewlyproposedadjoiningmobileuserswouldbepermittedbandwithswhichwouldinterferewithandhencemake
manyofthe RICchannelsunusable.Ourmodelersarededicatedtotheirsport.Theirinvestmentintimeandmoneyishardtomeasure,butisclearlytremendous.Andtherearehundredsofthousandsofsimilarpeoplethroughoutthecountry.Theproposedruleswouldhavea detrimentalaffectuponallofus,andwouldjeapordizetheenviablesafetyrecordoursporthasenjoyedforsucha longtime.Weurgeyoutoreconsiderthisaction.Maintainthe10KHzspacingbetweenallusersofthe72and75MHzbands.Helpusmaintainthesafeandenjoyableuseofourequipmentandoursport.Thankyouforyourkindconsideration.AnnArborRICFalcons

~President



Mr. John Dingell
2328 Rayburn
Washington, D.C.
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Dear Mr. Dingell: r __ . - ~,i JJ 22.. \. ~," . - .'. ---,

I have been intere·ste~.s·iWU~~iatio~:fQr. a$ long as I can remember. lam very active in a
local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio conttolled model
airplanes. .

February 3, 1993

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model
airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will
move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operatio~s. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio
control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders an~ the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become congested'and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weight as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the
point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of
our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC many not think we
are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The hobby prOVides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,



February 3,}993

r. and Mrsr.·;{.o~~;
5271 Woodvi~wlDr. ; .\.}
Bloo~~,Mt4~~ 22

.-:-.~ .. _-_'k~::\'Jf ,J.'.] l~ ·\.:.r~~ r::.:
The Ho~~~I~i~~~li'V[S
2328 Raybwn Building
Washingto~DC 20515

Subject FCC PR Docket 92-235

Dear Mr. Dingell,

I am retired and derive many hours ofenjoyment from constructing and operating radio
controlled model aitpJanes. TIlls pastime has been a dream of mine for many years and I
have looked forward to being able to spend many interesting and enjoyable hours in it's
pursuit during my retirement years.

I am therefore very concerned about the proposed mles that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission. H adopted. PR 92-235 will
greatly reduce the usefulness of the frequencies currently assigned for model use.

When we fly our models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination of the RC frequencies. As proposed by the FCC, the number of
usable frequencies will be greatly diminiShed by the presence oEhigh power mobile
transmitters on channels so close to the current assigned RC channels that our low power
equipment may herome 'confused· in their presence. Remaining RC frequencies will
become seriously congested and safety will be excessively compromised.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to 'improve· the operating conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense ofRC model builders. The FCC may not think we are
as important as business users of radio spectrum, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment which provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of folks like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out it proposals in the 72-76 MHz radio band.

Thanks you for your help,

. Yours truly,

Torn Evans
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The Honorab~e_ COl),q~t~f':­

John Digriell _ C;: htfHf.Sf',r··
2328 RHOB
Washinton, DC 20515

De~r CongreSSMan Dingell,

February 4, 1993

It has come to MY ~ttention that the FCC is considering action that will have
a c~ippling impact on a very important pastime of _ine, radio controlled (RIc)
airplanes.

Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of
your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 currentlY exercises safe use of RIC
aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 KHz spacing between fixed co••ercial
users and freQuencies used by RIc enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow
mobile users to access freQuencies within 2.5 KHz of freQuencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band
and 10 of the 30 freQuencies on the 75 MHz band now used by RIc enthusiasts.
In fact, it is likelY that even more channels will be affected.

If put into effect, my airplane would become a deadly weapon if inadvertently
shot out of the sky when the transmission is interrupted by a mobile user. I
would have no way of knowing or for that matter no ability to regain control
of the aircraft. And no way of preventing what aight happen as a result. Who
would be at fault, and who would be responsible for my loss? Not only does
this create a severe safety hazard, .but jeopardizes the thousands of dollars
and time invested in building and maintaining these aircraft.

I have been involved in this hobby for five years. I currently own four
radios and six model planes. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors,
chargers, and field accessories. When you consider the hundreds of thousands
of enthusiasts like Myself, this action will definitely have it's effect.
These proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and in
terms of our lifestyles. least we forget the innocent bystander or passerby
that may fall prey to this unsuspecting 'accident just waiting to happen'.

To out it simplY, it is not worth the risk when such uncertainty exists. I
urge you to consider this proposal very carefullY and await your response.

ACTIVE MEMBER: Academy of Model Aeronautics
Radio Control Cl~b of De~~0it
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Dear Mr. John Dingell,

January 29, 1993
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission. The proceeding is PR Docket 92·235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned
for model use and will increase the risk of accident and attendant liability for controlling
model aircraft.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of the SO frequencies that are presently
available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these
new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many
of our safety precautions involve the carerul coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be
greatly reduced.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to blild; but
more to the point, they we capeble of causing property damage, serious injury or even
death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often
fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to
assure a safe flying environment.

Please think of our radio frequencies as National Parks, something to be enjoyed
and saved for future generations. Help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime
by not allOWing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

since~\'l~
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January 30, 1993The Honorable John Dinge~l

U. S House of Represent&'1ll~1t·!:
Washington, D. C. ,20515 ' ' .
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Dear Congressaanl',])i ri1if.1'l'\ ~N) " .. . .' ", '-;iftJ~ t!'O~ ~.'".. FR[f,':7:~':

I aa an active lIeaber of the-Livingston County Radio Control Club 'and derive
hours of enjoy..nt froa constructing and flying radio control aodel airplanes.

I a. very concerned about a proposed rule that the Federal Coaaunications
Coaaission (FCC) has under consideration in PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the
new rules will greatley reduce the us.bility of frequencies currently assigned
for aodel use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for
controlling aodel aircraft. Keep in aind that safety is foraost in areas where
1I0dels are operated at private fields, and at airshows where there are large
spectator crowds who also enjoy the sport. These particular aodels weigh froa
4 to 40 pounds depending on aake and aodel. They travel anywhere froa 30 to 130
ailes per hour and can beco.. dangerous sissles if control is lost by a radio
signal interfering with the signal of the pilot controlling the aodel.
When we fly our 1I0dels under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators, public bystanders and take every ..asure for the
protection ~ private and public property.

Now the FCC wants to endanger this hobby by creating sore land sobile
frequencies through aaking the band widths narrower in the 12-16 Mhz band.
If this rearrange..nt is allowed and band width is sade narrower, by inserting
two frequencies in between the channels now aasigned at 10Khz spacing,
it will reduce our safety .argin down to 2.5 Khz, and will be allowing sobile
transaitters with four ti..sa. such power to operate in that band, there is no
question as to who or what is going to overpower the aodel transsitter, causing
loss of control and possible dasage to a very expensive aodel airplane vith the
very distinct possibility of causing property daaage or personal injury.

I do not think it is vise for the FCC to seek isprovesent for the land aobile
operators at the expense of Radio Control Model builders/flyers. The FCC lIay
not think that we are as iaportant as business users of radios, but ve have a
considerable invest..nt in our aodel. and in our radio equipaent. The hobby
provides sany hours of enjoy..nt to thousands of people like lIyself and
contributes to the advanceaent and develop..nt of the cOllaercial aviation
industry. This hobby is the starting place for aany of our young people who
build/fly sodel airplanes to learn about aviation to better there chances of
securing esploy..nt in the aviation industry.

Please help .. continue to enjoy ay pasti.. by not allowing the FCC to carry
out proposals for the 12-16 Khz Band, proposed in NPRK-PR 92-235, which if
iaple.ented viII have a profound effect on aodel frequency use. Of the 50
frequencies now allocated and presentley in use, only 19 will reaain.

Lavrence J.
7878 "ohican Dr.
~"1. 48116

/'



Februa!fY-02" 1993

Dear Mr. Dingell

I have been interested in aviation almost as long as I can
remember and have been a pilot since 1944. I am also retired. I now
derive many hours of enjoyment building and flying Radio Control
model airplanes. I am active in a local model airplane club, whose
(88) members al so enjoy bui I ding and operating radio control I ed
model airplanes.

Our assigned RiC frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primari I y used for private I and mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the bands without interfering with each other.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are
currently under consideration by the Federal Communication
Commission (FCC), PR Docket 92-235.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and assigning them between
each of our already assigned frequencies. The greater power output
and wider tolerances of the proposed new land mobile frequencies
would allow them to overlap our assigned frequencies and directly
interfere with safe radio control model operations.

I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are present I y
available for RiC model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
usable, interference free, if these new rules are adopted. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished, as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety greatly reduced. We need the use of our full compliment of
radio frequencies in order to assure continued use of a safe flying
environment.

These airplanes are not toys. They differ from their larger
breathern primarily by size, complexity and method of control. Many
have wingspans'of 8 to 10 feet or more, weight 5-15 Ibs and may fly
at speeds approaching 100 MPH. We take great measurers to assure
the safety of operators and bystanders and the protection of
property when we fly these airplanes. Our safety precautions
include not only a careful check of the plane and radio before
flying but careful coordina t i on and use of the assigned radi 0

frequencies. We have a considerable investment in our models and
radio equipment but more important, they are capable of causing
property damage or serious injury if mobile radio interference
causes loss of control of these airplanes.

The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
but this hobby provide many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself, puts millions of dollars annually into the
business community and contributes to the advancement and



development of the aviation indust'ry. Many youth develop their
lifelong interest in aviation, while building and flying model
airplanes, just as I did.

Please help me and my grandchildren continue the safe
enjoyment of my hobby by ~ot allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals to further congest the 72-76 MHz radio band.

Sincerely

e«.L%(W.~
Everett W. Clack
7630 Pleasant Brook
Waterford, Hi 48327
Congressional Oist. 09
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